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Applicant Name: Perry Central Community School Corporation

Proposal Ranking: 20
113.2/125

\ Proposal Strengths:

| really liked the organization of this application. | loved the intentionality that went in
to developing programs that truly help the kids you serve. You are obviously passionate
about your kids' success. | also love that you're building on pre-existing successes.

Met the 40% Free and Reduced Lunch rate. Students on Free & Reduced lunch have
lower pass rates than the state average for ELA and Math. Higher rates of children living
in poverty compared to the state average. Lower educational attainment rates than the
state average.

Strong evidence of success with prior CCLC programming.

\ Proposal Weaknesses:

I might recommend starting each new section on its own brand new page; that might
make it easier to keep up with page limits, and it would provide greater clarity for
review.

The summer hours weren't listed in the application. The after-school hours were listed
incorrectly on the cover page (3-5:30). Several MOU's that list contract services, but
doesn't include agreed-upon amount for services. The data reflects that students on
Free & Reduced lunch have a are more at risk, however, there was no plan to target
them specifically in recruitment for the program.

Perry presented a broad proposal. Various sections lacked comprehensive information
or detail

Top Areas Where Points Were Lost:

Program Implementation
Cover Page

MOU's

Program Design




